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Hon William Millward 
Director of the Mint 


November 30, 1866 


Dear Sir, 
The matter referred to me, in the letter of B. F. Stevens to the Secretary of the Treasury, is one of 
importance to the operations of the Mint. 


My attention was called to the “Reducing Machine” to which it refers about four years ago from 
specimens sent to the Mint by the inventor, C. J. Hill of London, purporting to be produced by 
the operations of his machine, which were so much superior to any other machine reduction I 
had seen, as to create some doubt with regard to the accuracy of the representations of the 
process by which they were produced; and I was induced to open a correspondence with an 
artist-friend residing then in London, on whose judgment I could rely, to make further inquiries; 
his replay satisfied me of the value of the invention; but Mr. Hill would not then agree to 
construct and furnish the machine, preferring to keep it in hin own hands, and take orders for the 
work produced by it. He has since however as I have learned, parted with his interest in the 
invention to the Messes. Wyon, the parties referred to in the letter before me; and who it seems 
now propose to furnish the machine. 


The work produced by this machine, judging from the specimens before me, is so far superior to 
that of our present machine (which was constructed in Paris many years ago) or any other in 
existence of which I have knowledge; that I consider it exceedingly desirable that the Mint 
should possess it, if it can be obtained on fair terms and guaranteed to produce work equal to the 
specimens now submitted. 


It is scarcely possible to overrate the value of such a machine in its relation to the work required 
for the coinage, provided the Mint can have the entire and absolute control of its operations, 
without restriction from the patentee. 


Your most obedient servant, 
James B. Longacre 
Engraver of the Mint 


